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KANE’S SI.MPLE QIJESTION

“DO I WIN IF I TAKE ALL -MY ASSEMBLY MONEY AND SPEND IT AT
sys~~-yp’ . ~~~E cAsA~~

TO AXS~ER:
@>TEEn Y’H7uc s 0>’ R2MTIW’E

KAXE CAN HELP BY ASKING EVERYONE FOR METRICS AND DATA
“PROWXG” THE VALUE OF ADDING OR ELIMINATING ACTIVITIES
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WHAT ARE WE DOIN’G?
“DATA CYAT.HERIN”CT

● COMMOY THREADS WORKSHOP
● TEST EFFECTN-13SESS Wolum”cl

(CONING)
GROUP (STARTED)

SLC 3/26/96 Page 4



I

BACK TO THE QUESTIONT
“DO 1 VVIS lF 1 TAKE MY ASSEMBLY MONEY AND Sl?ENl IT AT SY<’TFV7’.L.-i:.

\ \ \ .>.,. .. >., \,- .\. ,./.

BETTER SYSTEM TEST: EFFECTIVENESS SCALES WITH MON?3f /LIVArLA~~~
FYI ScREEiTX~T LEVEL  DEPENDENCY IS COXSTANT (I%SSY = X, ES~S = Y; Foi aH FM)
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DEFERRED RISK MODEL
(SOME DATA FROM GALILEO FOR DESIGX l?/FRs OXLY)

Mission Risk
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RESLTLTs

QUESTIOy:
SHOULD I DO SYSTEM ONLY TEST OR SYSTEM PLUS
ASSE~LY?

● COST OF ASSEMBLY FIXES - S.MALL DRIVER

OIHER FACTORS WEAT=R DRIVERS

,
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Sheetl  Chart 1

Re!ative  Risk Analysis Assy + Svs. Vs Sys test only
Assuming Fake System Test Cost Factor =1/8
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Sheetl Chart 2 ●

—

Relative Risk Analysis Assy + Sys. Vs Sys test only
Assuming Fake System Test Cost Factor =’1/f6
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